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FROM THE DISTRICT 
IN AND 
HONORABLE ROBERT 
W. Manwaring, ISB No. 
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West River Street, Ste. 100 
0. Box 959 
Boise, Idaho 83701-0959 
Telephone: (208) 384-1800 






Boise, ID 83703 
Telephone: (208) 577-5755 
Facsimile: (208) 577-5756 
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14. MR MANWARING: show you what cause 
15 the court to pause from as a matter of law as 
16 you've stated? 
17 THE COURT: Sure. 
18 MR MANWARING: There's other deeds other 
19 easements that are the record. are not 
20 record, but can be. show those 
21 THE COURT: Sure. 
22(Counsel approached 
23 MR MANWARING: This involves Lot 9, which is 
24 the other the side of Wescott, but it involves Wescott 
25 too, Lot 8. 
1 So here is Lot 9 over and actually 
2 they started before Wescott 
3 the record an easement which is 
4 the one that Miss Wescott got, but it's broader. 
5 this is in 2000. You can't see it, it's 
6 August of and this does not have the 
7 iimit on I've got that down here. 
8 The easement is so long as the lots 
9 are used as a residence. So there's not the 
10 limit on it Okay. It says, "This easement shall 
11 continue for as long as the property served is used 
12 a single family residence." Okay. There's no 
13 limit And it's in the record. 
14 Here is the easement that is attached, and 
15 I'll just represent to the court that it describes what 
16 I've drawn in here from Lot 9, past Lot 8, over to 
17 Bench Road. It has a metes and bounds. 
18 THE COURT: So grants Lot 9 an easement to 
19 travel across the forest service road to Bench Road. 
20 MR MANWARING WelL arguably. 
21 THE COURT: Okay. 
22 MR MANWARING: But then the legal 
23 that's in the public record says Lots 8 and 9 
24 THE COURT: Oh, has this easement 
25 MR MANWARING It says Lots 8 and 9. 
1 THE COURT: Okay. A 33-foot wide easement 
2 access Lot -- is that an 8? 
3 MR MANWARING: Yeah, that's an 8. 
4 May I approach? 
5 
6 THE COURT: 8 and 9, 
7 it's but yes does say 




16 to Lot 8, that would solve the nrnn1,:,m 
17 MR MANWARING Yes. So whether 
18 THE COURT And then there would be a 
19 which think would trigger 
20 that the easement be quitclaimed back. 
21 MR. MANWARING: So that's the one of 
22 evidence that the court probably ought to have before 
23 you rule as a matter of law and tum the case rmTirY1Pr~,11 
24 into a final judgment 
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